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DETAILED ACTION 

The final rejection of claims 7-52 is withdrawn in view of applicant's remarks in 
the brief filed on 12/03/03 and newly discovered reference(s) to Flora et al. [US 
6,480,398]. Rejections based on the newly cited reference(s) follow. 

Drawings 

The drawings are objected to under 37 CFR 1 .83(a). The drawings must show 
every feature of the invention specified in the claims. Therefore, the matrix of 
reinforcing ribs must be shown or the feature(s) canceled from the claim(s). No new 
matter should be entered. 

A proposed drawing correction or corrected drawings are required in reply to the 
Office action to avoid abandonment of the application. The objection to the drawings 
will not be held in abeyance. 

Claim Rejections - 35 USC § 112 

The following is a quotation of the second paragraph of 35 U.S.C. 1 12: 

The specification shall conclude with one or more claims particularly pointing out and distinctly 
claiming the subject matter which the applicant regards as his invention. 

Claims 18-19, 33, 40-41 and 47 are rejected under 35 U.S.C. 112, second 
paragraph, as being indefinite for failing to particularly point out and distinctly claim the 
subject matter which applicant regards as the invention. 

Claims 18 and 40 recite the limitation "the single handedly operational 
squeezable handle" in lines 1-2. There is insufficient antecedent basis for this limitation 
in the claim. 
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Regarding claim 33, applicant should clarify the structure intended by "the either 
the major." 

Regarding claim 47, applicant should clarify how both the stationary and movable 
part of the handle are squeezed together. 

Claim Rejections - 35 USC § 102 

The following is a quotation of the appropriate paragraphs of 35 U.S.C. 102 that 
form the basis for the rejections under this section made in this Office action: 

A person shall be entitled to a patent unless - 

(e) the invention was described in (1) an application for patent, published under section 122(b), by 
another filed in the United States before the invention by the applicant for patent or (2) a patent 
granted on an application for patent by another filed in the United States before the invention by the 
applicant for patent, except that an international application filed under the treaty defined in section 
351(a) shall have the effects for purposes of this subsection of an application filed in the United States 
only if the international application designated the United States and was published under Article 21(2) 
of such treaty in the English language. 

Claims 15, 27 and 36 are rejected under 35 U.S.C. 102(e) as being anticipated 
by Fiora et al. [5,877,938]. 

Flora et al. disclose an information handling case [figure 1], comprising a chassis 
[figure 6] suitable for containing an electronic component; an access door [12a] which 
covers the opening and removably mounted to the chassis, the access door suitable for 
permitting access to an electronic component contained in the computer chassis; and a 
release mechanism [32] adjacent to the access door, wherein the release mechanism is 
manually operable by a single hand of a user to release the access door from the 
chassis, the access door separating from the chassis upon manipulation of the release 
mechanism by the user [column 4, line 64 - column 5, line 7]. 

Claim Rejections - 35 USC § 103 



Application/Control Number: 10/040,340 Page 4 

Art Unit: 2841 

The following is a quotation of 35 U.S.C. 103(a) which forms the basis for all 

obviousness rejections set forth in this Office action: 

(a) A patent may not be obtained though the invention is not identically disclosed 
or described as set forth in section 102 of this title, if the differences between the 
subject matter sought to be patented and the prior art are such that the subject 
matter as a whole would have been obvious at the time the invention was made 
to a person having ordinary skill in the art to which said subject matter pertains. 
Patentability shall not be negatived by the manner in which the invention was 
made. 

Claim 16 is rejected under 35 U.S.C. 103(a) as being unpatentable over Fiora et 
al. in view of McMiller et al. [US 6,194.653]. 

Regarding claim 16, Fiora et al. disclose the instant claimed invention except for 
the chassis including a U-shape clip and the access door including a flange made of a 
conductive material wherein the flange engages the U-shape clip when the access door 
is installed on the chassis. 

McMiller et al. disclose a casing [figure 1] for an electronic component having at 
least a plurality u-shaped EMI clips [figure 5] mounted on flanges surrounding a 
perimeter of the casing [116, figure 1] to receive a cover thereon. 

It would have been obvious to a person having ordinary skill in the art at the time 
invention was made to use the EMI clip design of McMiller et al. with the access panel 
door of Fiora et al. for the purpose of providing protection from EMI interference. 

Claims 17, 18, 29, 40-41, 48 and 50 are rejected under 35 U.S.C. 103(a) as 
being unpatentable over Hobbs et al. [US 5.877,938] in view Fiora et al. and McMiller et 
al. 
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Hobbs et al. disclose an information handling case [figure 1], comprising a 
chassis [figure 4a] suitable for containing an electronic component; an access door [20] 
which covers the opening mounted on hinging pins that fit within slots on the chassis so 
as to provide a rotational movement thereabout and permit removal of the door from the 
chassis [column 10, line 39-column 11, line 5]; and a release mechanism [90] adjacent 
to the access door. 

Hobbs et al. disclose the instant claimed invention except for the release 
mechanism is manually operable by a single hand of a user to release the access door 
from the chassis and the chassis including a U-shape clip and the access door including 
a flange made of a conductive material wherein the flange engages the U-shape clip 
when the access door is installed on the chassis. 

Fibra et al. disclose an information handling case [figure 1], comprising a chassis 
[figure 6] suitable for containing an electronic component; an access door [12a] which 
covers the opening and removably mounted to the chassis, the access door suitable for 
permitting access to an electronic component contained in the computer chassis; and a 
release mechanism [32] adjacent to the access door, wherein the release mechanism is 
manually operable by a single hand of a user to release the access door from the 
chassis, the access door separating from the chassis upon manipulation of the release 
mechanism by the user [column 4, line 64 - column 5, line 7]. 

It would have been obvious to one of ordinary skill in the art at the time the 
invention was made to use release mechanism of Flora et al. for the locking mechanism 
of Hobbs et al. for the purpose of facilitating access to the casing inner components. 
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McMiller et al. disclose a casing [figure 1] for an electronic component having at 
least a plurality u-shaped EMI clips [figure 5] mounted on inner flanges surrounding 
substantially an entire perimeter of the casing [1 16, figure 1] to receive a cover thereon. 

It would have been obvious to a person having ordinary skill in the art at the time 
invention was made to use the EMI clip design of McMiller et al. with the access panel 
door of Fiora et al. for the purpose of providing protection from EMI interference. 

Claims 19, 30 and 43 are rejected under 35 U.S.C. 103(a) as being 
unpatentable over Hobbs et al., as modified, as applied to claim 18 above, and further in 
view of Casebolt [US 6,437,980]. 

Hobbs et al. disclose the claimed invention except for the use of a thumbscrew 
mounted on the panel access door via a connection tab. 

Casebolt discloses the use of a thumbscrew [figure 3b] mounted on a cover of a 
computer case via a connection tab [figures 2c-2d]. 

It would have been obvious to a person having ordinary skill in the art at the time 
invention was made to use the thumb screw design of Casebolt on the panel door of 
Hobbs et al., as modified, for the purpose of securing the door in place and preventing 
inadvertent opening thereof. 

Claims 20-24 are rejected under 35 U.S.C. 103(a) as being unpatentable over 
Hobbs et al. in view of Anderson. 

Regarding claims 20-22, Hobbs et al. disclose the instant claimed invention 
except for the access panel being opened from a latched state by squeezing a handle. 
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Hobbs et al. discloses opening the access panel by inserting a proper key into 
lock [90]. 

Anderson discloses a squeezable handle [figure 2] mechanism used to open a 
door by squeezing handle portions [14] together. 

It would have been obvious to one of ordinary skill in the art at the time the 
invention was made to use the handle operation method of Anderson instead of that of 
Hobbs et al. in order to permit access to the casing without a key. 

Regarding claims 23-24, Hobbs et al. discloses the hinging members being pairs 
of hooks corresponding to retentive elements of the computer chassis [column 10, line 
39-column 1 1 , line 5]. 

Claim 28 is rejected under 35 U.S.C. 103(a) as being unpatentable over Hobbs 
et al. [US 5,877,938] in view Flora et al. 

Hobbs et al. disclose an information handling case [figure 1], comprising a 
chassis [figure 4a] suitable for containing an electronic component; an access door [20] 
which coveris the opening mounted on hinging pins that fit within slots on the chassis so 
as to provide a rotational movement thereabout and permit removal of the door from the 
chassis [column 10, line 39-column 11, line 5]; and a release mechanism [90] adjacent 
to the access door. 

Hobbs et al. disclose the instant claimed invention except for the release 
mechanism is manually operable by a single hand of a user to release the access door 
from the chassis. 
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Flora et al. disclose an information handling case [figure 1], comprising a chassis 
[figure 6] suitable for containing an electronic component; an access door [12a] which 
covers the opening and removably mounted to the chassis, the access door suitable for 
permitting access to an electronic component contained in the computer chassis; and a 
release mechanism [32] adjacent to the access door, wherein the release mechanism is 
manually operable by a single hand of a user to release the access door from the 
chassis, the access door separating from the chassis upon manipulation of the release 
mechanism by the user [column 4, line 64 - column 5, line 7]. 

It would have been obvious to one of ordinary skill in the art at the time the 
invention was made to use release mechanism of Fiora et al. for the locking mechanism 
of Hobbs et al. for the purpose of facilitating access to the casing inner components. 

Claims 31-33 are rejected under 35 U.S.C. 103(a) as being unpatentable over 
Flora et al. in view of Buican et al. [US 6,373,690]. 

Fiora et al. disclose the instant claimed invention except for the access door 
having flanges on one of its sides and a matrix of reinforcing ribs covering the planar 
side of the access panel door which faces the opening of the chassis when mounted. 

Buican et al. disclose a front panel [14] having flanges and reinforcing ribs 
covering the planar side of the access panel door which faces the opening of the 
chassis when mounted [figures 7 & 2]. 

It would have been obvious to one of ordinary skill in the art at the time the 
invention was made to use the flange/rib design of Buican et al. for the access door of 
Fiora et al., in order to provide rigidity to the door structure. 
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Claims 34-35 are rejected under 35 U.S.C. 103(a) as being unpatentable over 
Fiora et al. in view of Benck et al. [US 5,191 ,544]. 

Flora et al. disclose the instant claimed invention except for the access door 
being formed of conductive material. 

Benck et al. discloses forming an access door for a computer enclosure of 
conductive metal material [column 5, line 44-column 6, line 8, figure 4]. 

It would have been obvious to one of ordinary skill in the art at the time the 
invention was made to use conductive material for the access door of Fiora et al., as 
suggested by Benck et al., in order to provide EMI shielding for the inner components. 

Claim 49 is rejected under 35 U.S.C. 103(a) as being unpatentable over Fiora et 

al. 

Fiora et al. disclose the instant claimed invention except for the specific size of 
the opening being slightly smaller than the entire expanse of the one side of computer 
chassis. 

It would have been obvious to one of ordinary skill in the art at the time the 
invention was made to have the 

Fiora et al. disclose the opening be slightly smaller than the entire expanse of the 
one side of computer chassis for the purpose of having the panel be flush with the side 
of the chassis. 

Claims 42 and 45-46 is rejected under 35 U.S.C. 103(a) as being unpatentable 
over Hobbs et al., as modified, as applied to claim 17 above, and further in view of 
Hulick et al. [US 5,825.626]. 
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Hobbs et al., as modified, disclose the instant claimed invention except for: the 
specific shape of the hinge support. 

Hulick et al. discloses a lockable panel [14] mounted to a computer chassis 
[figure 2] having a plurality of curved hooks [26] mounted in corresponding slots on the 
chassis. 

It would have been obvious to a person having ordinary skill in the art at the time 
invention was made to use the hinge support design of Hulick et al. in Hobbs et al, as 
modified, for the purpose of facilitating mounting and removal of the door from the 
chassis. 

Allowable Subject Matter 
Claims 7-14, 37-39 and 51-52 are allowed. 

Claims 25-26 and 44 are objected to as being dependent upon a rejected base 
claim, but would be allowable if rewritten in independent form including all of the 
limitations of the base claim and any intervening claims. 

Claim 47 would be allowable if rewritten to overcome the rejection(s) under 35 
U.S.C. 112, second paragraph, set forth in this Office action and to include all of the 
limitations of the base claim and any intervening claims. 

Conclusion 

Any inquiry concerning this communication or earlier communications from the 
examiner should be directed to Thanh S Phan whose telephone number is 571-272- 
2109. The examiner can normally be reached on M-F 9:00-5:00. 
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If attempts to reach the examiner by telephone are unsuccessful, the examiner's 
supervisor, David S Martin can be reached on 571-272-2107. The fax phone number 
for the organization where this application or proceeding is assigned is 703-872-9306. 

Information regarding the status of an application may be obtained from the 
Patient Application Information Retrieval (PAIR) system. Status information for 
published applications may be obtained from either Private PAIR or Public PAIR. 
Status information for unpublished applications is available through Private PAIR only. 
For more information about the PAIR system, see http://pair-direct.uspto.gov. Should 
you have questions on access to the Private PAIR system, contact the Electronic 
Business Center (EBC) at 866-217-9197 (toll-free). 
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